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Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 October 2004 
2a)\J This action is FINAL. 2b)|g| This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) EI Claim(s) 1-4,6 and 7 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1.2.4.6 and 7 is/are rejpntPri 

7) ^ Claim(s) 3 Is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 23 July 2003 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)|gl objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 121(d) 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (0 
a)|g| All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1)^No«ceofReferencesCited(PTO-892) 4)0 Interview Summary (PTOSIS) 

^) LJ Notrce of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PT0.1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application rPTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: iriw-io^, 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to because: Figures 1 -4 should be designated by a 
legend such as -Prior Art- because only that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP 
§ 608.02(g). 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement 
Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of 
the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 



1 



Application/Control Number: 10/624,559 
Art Unit: 3677 



Pages 



A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 



3. Claims 1-2 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Fisher USP 491 1594 

Re claims 1 and 7: Fisher discloses an attachment clip and structure for 
attaching a first member, having a hole, to a second member, having a projecting bolt 
passable through said hole, comprising: 

• A clip body 1 2 with an abutment part capable of attaching a first member to a 
second member, having a shank hole to accommodate passage of a bolt 

• A plurality of engagement claw/s (spring fingers 1 8 and 1 6 are both considered 
claws, per Fig 4 and col 3 lines 51- col 4 line 41 ) formed around inner periphery 
of hole and radially projecting inward (Fig 1) and inclined to the clip body so that 
the respective tips depart in an axial direction from clip body, thereby providing 
claws as a whole a substantially cone-shaped configuration (Fig 3) 

• Wherein engagement claws are capable of engaging bolt shank while urging first 
member toward second member along bolt axial direction (see Fig 4 below, and 



states. 



col 3 lines 39- col 4 line 48} 
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• Wherein engagement claws include at least 2 specific claws adjoining in 
circumferential direction (Fig 1. adjacent claws 16 and 18. see Fig 1 below) 



• Wherein the tips of two specific claws are apart from each other a 
predetermined distance in height (Fig 4, 18 higher than 16) and the height 
difference is equal to one or more thread pitches on the bolt shank. 

• Examiner notes that Fisher teaches in col 1 lines 8-18 that the clips are 
commonly used to retain partial assemblies in an assembled relationship, 
thus inherently there are first and second members attached by the clip via a 
bolt. 

Re claim 2: At least 3 claws are shown. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fornris the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office acfion: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained ttiough the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the pnor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Fisher in 
view of Frederick USP 3203302. Fisher teaches all the elements except at least one 
pair of vertical knobs opposing each other on both sides of the shank hole. Frederick 
teaches at least one pair of vertical knobs (14) in Fig 5-7, and col 2 lines 44-48 and col 
3 lines 4-9, stating in col 3 lines 41-44 that the knobs are used to prohibit the 
workpieces from recocking and loosening once the clip is on the stud. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Fisher and Frederick before him at the time the invention was made, to modify Fisher as 
taught by Frederick to include vertical spacing knobs, in order to prohibit the workpieces 
from recocking and loosening once the clip is on the stud. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because a more secure connection would have 
been obtained, as taught/suggested by Frederick as discussed above. 

6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Fisher. 
Examiner notes that the intended use of the first and second members does not 
structurally affect the attachment clip, and that the clip of Fisher is capable of attaching 
a heat shielding plate and an under panel of a vehicle. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Fisher before him at 
the time the invention was made, to modify Fisher to include use with a heat shielding 
plate and an under panel of a vehicle, in order to maximize the market and uses for the 
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clip. One would have been motivated to make such a combination because a fast 
assembly and resistance to vibration loosening of the Fisher clip would be desirable in 
vehicle assembly. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claim 3 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent fomi including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Katherine W. Mitchell whose telephone number is 703- 
305-6713. The examiner can nomially be reached on Mon - Thurs 10 AM - 8 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, J. J. Swann can be reached on 703-306-4115. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infonnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Kwm 

12/22/2004 




